NOTE ON 



THE GENUS CHONERHINUS OR XENOPTERUS. 



HY 



'PllEOnOUK (illiL, 1)., I’P- 1^- 



1. 



[n Dr. GiintlierVs Catalogue of tlie Fi.slies in tlie P.ritisli Museum, 
(vol.8 1). 270, 1870) iu tlie subfamily Tcf rollout ina (wliidi iiieliules t le 
Tetroilontidir ami DwiloniUhv) a genus is mlmitted with the lollow- 



iiig (lata : 



2. Xenoptems. 



Xenopleriis Bibroii, Eev. Zool., lb;);), p. 231. ■ i, 

,7, o», ISIuck., Atl. Iclitl.. (iyiun.,,!, 77 (<M I'oforu ). 

The (lata tlins given are quite inisleailing, but iu aliuusi e\ei\ ji ar 

since 1870 there has been some rcfcreuce to the genus in .|Uesliou in 

whicb they bare been assumed to be correct. In an luijuu .111 iiu 
moir bv Dr. Viueiguerra on the b'isi.es of liurma, .lUst published, ..ml 
even bv Dr. Jordan, Xawptcmx bas been used ...stead (.f ' 

Clm„erhi„m. Iu fact, the only one who has accept.ul ' ] 

the name except its inventor has been myse t. m ^ | 

have used that ...... .e rather than .Vc„ojdcr...s 1 w.ll mm e'''' 

a.-e called for in view of the fact that for over twenty yen s a l.ils. e 
has been followcMl without any otlun- (liseovtuing the tint i. 

II. 

In 1854 Dr. P.loeUer, in his “ Vijfdc Ibjdragc tot dc Kminis 
thvologischc Fauna van Crdebos,” in oposed a now • 

Tciraodon modcsU,s\ and T. miritus and gave diagj.ses ol ' 

into which Tetrandon was subdivided by him. The new g< “ y' * • 
thus defined : “ Chmn-rhinn^ lilkr. .loor t.echlei v,.nu.g(> ' 

plaatse .ler ueusoi.ei.iug.u. met verhevem- raudeu, laug. m.-.n •• ■ 

vin.icu, /.igtbarc sijiiin eu oiig.diichleu nig. ,li„iii...iish 

Tu other woril.s, amt ill phiiii I'.iiglish, il is pi-.iposnl In d..sliu„ui. 
r mlc s m. T. m.rd» ' b'cc icallv (Vo... VW.-.u.dm. beeaus.. . e.-e a re 

; C : tbe nasal ope funnebshap,.,. ,hq,r,-ss.,m w. . r. s e, 

...aigins; long do.sal and anal (ins. a .•.n.sp.emn.s lab ...I hm . . 

kecllcss back. 

“ Choiurhinidii' (iiW, Proc. U. 3. Xal. -0* ^ ^ ,j, |, ,,| .jio" 

tTl.c namD ‘‘ Chouerhino^ ,nodeslus-Tel,-. ,nod,-<lu- Mlbr. il.. >. 1 . i. 1 • 

occurs ill tlic N. v. !>• 

VrociM (linos NiiUon.ll .Mua. iim. ' olM . • 



698 



THE GENUS CHONERHINUS — GILL. 



The diagnosis will be thus seen to be sufficient if not complete and 
as good as those subsequently given by Bibron and Giinther. Dr. 
Giiuther could not have noted that Chonerhlnus^' was ‘‘ not before 
characterized ” if he had known Bleeker’s memoir, which, it is to be 
borne in mind, is not referred to by him. 

In 1855 M. Auguste Dum^ril published extracts from unpublished 
MSS. of the late M. Bibron relative to the gymnodont plectognaths, and 
among them a diagnosis of a genus called Xenopterey* viz: 

10" G. Xeiioptere Bib. (c^v»c, etraiige, inusite^ Tzrspu^, nageoires). 
dNarines en forme de cupule pliss^e interieurement.— Des epiues sur les 
c6t6s de la tete etle ventre seulement. Epiptere ethypoptere beaucoup 
plus longues que hautes; uroptere arrondie.” 

Espece unique : X. Bellangerii Bib. 

In 1878 Gill t adopted the name Xenopterus and made the genus the 
type of a subfamily Xenopterhuc. 

In 1880 Dr. Giinther J degraded the genus to a subdivision of Tet- 
rodon, under which it would only appear as a section. 

In 1884 Gill§ recognized the priority of and raised the 

including group to family rank under the name Ghonerhinidcv. 

In 1880 Jordan and Edwards, || with reference to the considerable 
number of dorsal and anal rays in Lagocephahis, expressed the opinion 
that “ this increase in the number of fin rays marks a slightstep in the 
direction of the genus Xenopterus {Chonerhinus).^^ They also accepte<l 
the “family of Tetraodontidwns including all the Plectognathous fishes 
in which the teeth in each jaw are coalesced into a bony plate, which 
in each jaw is divided by a median suture,” but restricted the name 
Tetraodonthue to rhe Tetraodontidw as limiteil by me in 1884. They ex- 
cluded Xenopterus from both their subfamilies by the terms of their 
diagnoses .and consequently by implication admitted the subfamily 
Xenopterhuc. 

111 . 

It will thus be seen that in 1855 (1) the name Xenoptere was alone 
given and (2) no deseribed type was mentioned. For both reasons, 
therefore, some naturalists at least (and for the first. President Jordan 
cerbainly), if the facts were known, would reject the name.H On the 
other hand, (1) a good Latin name was given by Bleeker, (2) described 
species were specified, (3) a good generic di.agnosis was supplied, and 
(4) the given name was published before any other. Unquestion.ably, 

* Note sur uii tr.avail iii6dit do Bibron rclatif aux Poissons Plectognatbcs Gyinno- 
donts. . . . <Rev. ct Mag. Zodl., (2,) V. 7, j)]). 274-28C (C81), iSSb. 

tGill, Johnson’s IJniv. Cycl , v. 4, p. 702. 

{ Giiuther, Int. St iidy Fishes, p. (583. 

§Gill, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., v. 7, p. 42J. 

II Jordan and Edwards, U. S. Nat. Mas., v. 0, i*i». 230-230. 

H See .Jordan and Edwards, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mas., V 9, p. 2't:J. 
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therelbre, tlie name given l>y Bleokin- (being likewise not preoecnpied) 
must be accepted. 

Tlie Latin form of the generic name, .\V/iop/rr?<.v, wns not given (ill 
3857, when Ilollard used it in bis memorable fbndcs snr les ('lym- 
iiodontes,” tlie first memoir in wliicli the genera of a large group of 
fishes were diagnosed by details drawn from comiiarative anatomy. 

A summary of the facts tlins made known is embodied in the follow- 
ing synonymy. 

IV. 

CHONERHINUS. 

SY.VO.N V.MY. 

=ChonerhxnoH Blocker, Nat. Tijd. Nod. liidir, v, 7, p. iVJ (naiin* only); ]i. (rliar- 
acterize<l) 1851. 

=AVaoyd(Vo IBhron, Kev. et Zool. (2), v. 2, j). (Wilimni ri-riTfiirt^ (n 

a doscrihed spt^cios.) 

=Xe)}optvni8 Ilollard, Ann. Sc. Nal. (1), v. 8, ]i. IkJl, 1857. (rraninin of A. ikUan 
ijvri li)4nred.) 

=.Chonvrh\nu8 Blocker, Atlas Icli. AYcrlainl. Indies, v. 5, j>]). l‘>, 77, 1^75. 

Tetvaodon hp. Kicliardson. 

Tetrodon sp. Blocker o/i/a, Giinthor, I88d. 

1 nasnincli as I>lecker himself correcte«l Chonethinos to ('lioncrhiniis, I 
have accepted the latter; 1 am teiii|»ted to still further changi* the 
name to ClionorhiuKs (in analogy with ytovntloe^)^ but for the present at 
least forbear to do so. 



v. 



In 1830-1811, Johannes Miiller, in a note to the third pait of his 
Yergleichende Anatoinie der iMyxinoideii.* set a]>art a s(‘ction of tin' (dd 
genus Tetraodnn, as follows: 

Aiidcro Trtroiloii liidteii keiiio .Spur von Nasir>clH.'rii ninl an clirfiiT siidlo ciinT li.oil- 
.nrtigon Iriolitcrfonnigen Tontakei, f'hclonodon, Xol>. 

No species was mentioned in eoniiectioii with this notice. 

The diagnosis is applicable, so far as it goes, to ('ho}]i rltnu(\\ and it is 
(piite likely that it was based on that type. It has, however, been a<*- 
cepted for a section including the Trinuloit putni ti,” “ 7’. rtndijnnn hitus, 
and “7'. ir<m/n/cr.sa’/,’’ as by Dr. Cliintlier (('at. I'ishes it. .M.. v. pj*. 
272, 2vS8), detined as follows : 



C. A .simple, non perforale nasal cavity \\ ilti a < ilur r.e<i\ f.piii_\ ; t'hri» 

nodon, Miill. 

As ! l)avo uou(‘ of tlic s|K*ci(^s incn(ioiio<l 1 lu^ld opinion in ;ilM‘yanc*(‘. 



' Al)li;iiidl. Beilin, Akad.. p. ‘A5d, 



